CIVIL DOCKET

BARROW 70-C~331
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Jury demand date:

D. C. Form No. 106A Rev,

. TITLE OF CASE ATTORNEYS
For plaintiff:
FELIX ¥, CHUDEREWICZ George Carrasquill®
Tulsa Co. Legal Aid Society, Inc.
Vs Suite 515, 630 W. Tth St.
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DATE

Date Order or

PROCEEDINGS Judgment Noted

10-21-70

Affidavit of Felix F. Chuderewicz, filed. v (Forma Pauperis)
Affidavit of Financial Status, filed. v )
Order granting é§§§””&?jgu to proceed Iin forma pauperis,
guWQiilﬁig filed. Summons lssued. m

by

filed

mm
L
i
g
R
=

10-26- 70 Summons, returned & filed: served Elliot Richardson, Secy. HEW,
Attorney General and U. S. Attorney NDO, all on 10-26-70. g
12-9-70 Amended conmplaint, filed. g
2=3-71 Motion for enclargement of time within which to answer or otherwise
plead with Brief in support filed by the Deft., filed. r
2-4-71 Order that the deft, Elllot Richardson, Sec, of Health, Ed., and
Welfare, have from ﬁebraar? 8, 1971 to and including A??l¢ g, 1971
within which to answer or oﬁherwlss plead. (AEB-J)r
2-10-71 Answer, filed, m i A
3-25-71 |Brief supporting complaint (brief supporting social security appeal),
filed. m /
B=527350 Motion for Summary Judgment pursuant to Rule 56 filed by Def.h
§-5-71 Memorandum in support of motion for 3/J filed.h
8-5-71 It is ordered that plaintiff granted 10 days to respond to Def., motion
@Or S%J.{éEB—gﬁh letter mailed,
8-13-71 | Plaintiff's response to defendant;s mei§ew for summary Judgment, filed.v
8-13-71 %@tﬂsn of P aintiff for aamﬂafv Judgmen filed. v
8-13-71| Brief of aintiff in respons to éez@aﬁa%? s motion for summary
Judgment aﬁé in $UEQu?t of pl ai,tiff’s motion for summary Judgment,filed.v
8-13-71 | Order %g Court that defendant lsg granted 10 days from ihis date to
respond to plaintif Tgs Motion for summary guﬁﬁmeﬂtj filed,
8-17-71 ] Deft.'s Motion for extension of time $rﬂm Aug. 23, 1971, to and including
Sept. 2, 1971, wi@n Brief in support of m&gisﬂ within, filed.
S=tF=tOrder—by—ton et Pt a—-grepted—io—-days—fron—tht S S
" =z . 2 4- =
e FEt-s—Motion—Ffe e e~ AE] :
Order extending deft. time to file response to Pltf's Motion for
S/J from 8-23-71 to and including 9-2-71. Filed. (AEB-J)r
Deft's reply to brief of pltf, in response to deft's motion for 8/J,
filed., m~

Ordered that the U.S, Magistrate conduct the hearing on motions, (éEE»J}V
Case called for hearing on motions, Plaintiff representea by
George Carrasquillo and the Defendant represented by Nathan G, Graham,
It 1s recommended by the Magistrate that Defendant's Motion for
Summary Judgment be GRANTED; and that Plaintiff's Motion for Summary
Judgment be DENIED, Deft,'s Counsel is to prepare the necessary
@rders, (MLE-T, S,Maga)(%lllie Ballard-CSR)v

Recommendation of United States Magistrate, filed. ds
Order, that plaintiff's motion for summary Jjudgment be denied, and

defendant's motion for summary Jjudgment be granted, filed and ent-
ered. (AEB-J) ds e djpweted




